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Abstract. In this paper, we establish the expected order of magnitude of the kth-moment of quadratic Dirichlet L-
functions associated to hyperelliptic curves of genus g as well as of prime moduli over a fixed finite field Fq for all real
k ≥ 0.
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1. Introduction

The moments of central values of families of L-functions is a topic of great interest in analytical number theory, as
they carry important arithmetic information. Due to the works of J. P. Keating and N. C. Snaith [33] and of J. B.
Conrey, D. W. Farmer, J. P. Keating, M. O. Rubinstein and N. C. Snaith [13], we now have precise conjectures con-
cerning the asymptotic behaviors of these moments. Moreover, several systematic modus operandi towards establishing
sharp upper and lower bounds for these moments of the conjectured order of magnitude are now available. For lower
bounds, there are the works of Z. Rudnick and K. Soundararajan [43,44], M. Radziwi l l and K. Soundararajan [38] and
W. Heap and K. Soundararajan [29]. For upper bounds, the methods were developed by K. Soundararajan [48] with a
refinement by A. J. Harper [28], M. Radziwi l l and K. Soundararajan [39]. Note that the approach used in [48] relies on
the truth of the generalized Riemann hypothesis (GRH).

Among the many families of L-functions studied in the literature, that of quadratic Dirichlet L-functions received
much attention. Asymptotic formulas for this family at the central point were obtained by M. Jutila [32] for the first
and the second moments, by K. Soundararajan [48] for the third moment and by Q. Shen [45] for the fourth under
GRH. For various improvements on the error terms of these moments, see [26,46,48,49,51,52]. In addition, combining
the works of [21, 22, 28, 38, 43, 44, 48], sharp lower (resp. upper) bounds for the k-th moment of the above family have
been established for all real k ≥ 0 (resp. 0 ≤ k ≤ 2) unconditionally, while sharp upper bounds have been established
for all real k > 2 under GRH.

In [32], M. Jutila also studied the first moment of the family of quadratic Dirichlet L-functions with prime moduli,
resolving a conjecture of D. Goldfeld and C. Viola [27]. S. Baluyot and K. Pratt [8] obtained an asymptotic formula for
the second moment of the quadratic family of Dirichlet L-functions with prime moduli under GRH and also obtained
sharp upper and lower bounds for the second moment unconditionally as well as for the third moment under certain
assumptions. In [25], the authors obtained sharp upper and lower bounds for the k-th moment of quadratic Dirichlet
L-functions averaged over prime moduli for all real k ≥ 0, using the method developed by W. Heap and K. Soundarara-
jan in [29] for the lower bounds, and that by K. Soundararajan in [48] together with its refinement by A. J. Harper in
[28] for the upper bounds.

In this paper, we consider the rational function field analogue of the above families of quadratic Dirichlet L-functions.
To state our results, we fix a finite field Fq of cardinality q ≡ 1 (mod 4) and denote by A = Fq[T ] the polynomial ring
over Fq. We reserve the symbol P for a monic, irreducible polynomial in A and we shall often refer to P as a prime

in A. For a polynomial f ∈ A, we denote its degree by deg(f) and define the norm |f | as |f | = qdeg(f) for f 6= 0 and
|f | = 0 for f = 0. We set

H2g+1,q ={D ∈ A : square–free, monic and deg(D) = 2g + 1} and

P2g+1,q ={P ∈ A : P prime, deg(P ) = 2g + 1}.

For D ∈ H2g+1,q, we write χD for the quadratic character defined in Section 2.1 and L(s, χD) for the associated L-
function. It is shown in [5, Section 2] that L(s, χD) is the numerator of the zeta function associated to the hyperelliptic
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curve CD : y2 = D of genus g. Similar to the classical setting, we are interested in the behavior as g → ∞ of the k-th
moment of the quadratic families of L-functions at the central point given by

∑

D∈H2g+1,q

L(12 , χD)k.(1.1)

An asymptotic formula for the first moment of the above family was proved by J. C. Andrade and J. P. Keating [5].
An extension of the result to general q can be found in H. Jung [30]. In [19], A. Florea obtained a refinement of the
main term in the above mentioned result of [5] for q being prime. In [18, 20], A. Florea further established asymptotic
formulas for the second, third and fourth moments of this family. A secondary term in the asymptotic formula of the
third moment was later found by A. Diaconu [15], using multiple Dirichlet series. The results are all consistent with the
conjectured formulas for the integral moments of this family by J. C. Andrade and J. P. Keating [6]. See [41] for a nu-
merical evidence of the conjectures and [16] for a refinement of the same. It is also interesting to consider the expression
in (1.1) by restricting the sum over D to D ∈ H2g+2,q (similarly defined as H2g+1,q). Such results can be found in [7,31].

In [2], J. C. Andrade applied the method of Z. Rudnick and K. Soundararajan in [43,44] to prove sharp lower bounds
for the k-th moment given in (1.1) for all odd q and every even natural number k. In the other direction, A. Florea
obtained [18, Theorem 2.7] upper bounds, optimal save for an ε power of g, for the k-th moment given in (1.1) for all
prime numbers q ≡ 1 (mod 4) and any real number k > 0.

We are also interested in the behavior as g → ∞ of the k-th moment of this family of L-functions at the central
point given by

(1.2)
∑

P∈P2g+1,q

L(12 , χP )k.

J. Andrade and J. P. Keating [3] obtained asymptotic formulas for (1.2) in the cases k = 1 and 2. An improvement
for the second moment result is given by H. M. Bui and A. Florea in [11]. Extending the recipe developed by J. B.
Conrey, D. W. Farmer, J. P. Keating, M. O. Rubinstein, and N. C. Snaith [13] to the function field case, J. C. Andrade,
H. Jung and A. Shamesaldeen [4] conjectured that for every integer k ≥ 1, there exists an polynomial Qk, with an
explicit expression, of degree k(k + 1)/2 such that, as g → ∞,

∑

P∈P2g+1,q

L(12 , χP )k ∼ X

logq X
Qk(logq X).

Here and throughout the paper, we fix X = q2g+1 and we shall also use the convention that when summing over
polynomials in a subset S ⊂ A, the symbol

∑

f∈S always stands for a summation over monic f ∈ S, unless otherwise
specified, as most of the sums appearing in the paper are in fact about summing over ideals of A.

The aim of this paper is to extend the above results of Andrade and Florea on (1.1) to all real k ≥ 0, and to establish
the k-th moment of the family of L-functions given in (1.2) to the conjectured order of magnitude. Our main result
gives the following optimal bounds for the k-th moment of

{L(1/2, χD) : D ∈ H2g+1,q} and {L(1/2, χP ) : P ∈ P2g+1,q}, as g → ∞.

Theorem 1.1. Suppose that q ≡ 1 (mod 4) is a prime number and X = q2g+1. For every real number k ≥ 0 we have

for large g,

∑

D∈H2g+1,q

L
(

1
2 , χD

)k ≍k X(logq X)k(k+1)/2 and
∑

P∈P2g+1,q

L(12 , χP )k ≍k X(logq X)k(k+1)/2−1.

We prove Theorem 1.1 by establishing sharp lower and upper bounds for the moments. Throughout the paper, we
shall assume that k > 0 when working with the k-th moment of L-functions since the case k = 0 is trivial. For lower
bounds, we apply the lower bounds principle of W. Heap and K. Soundararajan [29]. Note that this process requires
an asymptotic formula for the twisted first moment with a power saving error term. The formulas for the twisted first,
second and third moment concerning {L(1/2, χD) : D ∈ H2g+1,q} have already been obtained by H. M. Bui and A.
Florea [9]. Therefore, we only consider twisted moments concerning {L(1/2, χP ) : P ∈ P2g+1,q} here. Our next result
extends [3, Theorem 2.4] to the twisted first moment.
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Proposition 1.2. With the notation as above and writing any monic l ∈ A uniquely as l = l1l
2
2 where l1, l2 are monic

polynomials with l1 monic and square-free, we have for any ε > 0,

∑

P∈P2g+1,q

L(12 , χP )χP (l) =
X

(logq X)
√

|l1|

(

logq

(

√
X

|l1|
)

+
1

2

)

+ O
(

X3/4+ε|l|ε
)

.(1.3)

We also include a result concerning the twisted second moment, extending [11, Theorem 1.1].

Proposition 1.3. With notations as in Proposition 1.2, we have for any ε > 0,

∑

P∈P2g+1,q

L(12 , χP )2χP (l)

=
X

(logq X)

dA(l1)
√

|l1|
∏

P |l1

(

1 +
1

|P |

)−1

×





1

3ζq(2)

(

1

2
logq

X

|l1|

)3

+ C(l)

(

1

2
logq

X

|l1|

)2

+





∑

P |l1

deg(P )/|P |
1 + 1/|P |





1

ζq(2)

(

1

2
logq

X

|l1|

)2




+ O

(

|l|ε
(

1

2
logq

X

|l1|

)3/2+ε
X

logq X

)

,

(1.4)

where dA = d2,A is the divisor function defined in (2.4), C(l) = 1 + 1/q when deg(l) is even and C(l) = 2 otherwise.

Our proof of Proposition 1.3 follows closely the approach in the proof of [11, Theorem 1.1]. Notice that the er-
ror term appearing in (1.4) is without power saving, so that the asymptotic formula given in (1.4) is not strong
enough for us to deploy in the lower bounds principle of W. Heap and K. Soundararajan to study the k-th moment of
{L(1/2, χP ) : P ∈ P2g+1,q} (often needed for 0 < k < 1). We further note here that the O-term in (1.4) can dominate
over the main term if log g ≫ deg(l) does not hold. Fortunately, the device developed by K. Soundararajan [48] and its
refinement by A. J. Harper [28] concerning upper bounds of L-functions provides a resolution for this, since what one
really needs here is an sharp upper bound for a mollified second moment. Thus, we shall apply the Soundrarajan-Harper
method to treat both the lower bounds for the k-th moment for 0 < k < 1 and the upper bounds for all real k ≥ 0 for
both the families {L(1/2, χD) : D ∈ H2g+1,q} and {L(1/2, χP ) : P ∈ P2g+1,q}. We further remark that even though the
method of Soundararajan-Harper relies on GRH in the number fields case, our result in Theorem 1.1 is unconditional
since GRH is established over function fields.

We end this section by remarking that one may want to further extend our result with mollifiers similar to the work
of K. Soundararajan [47] in the number field setting to establish a positive proportion non-vanishing result for the
corresponding L-functions at the central point. In fact, much progress has been made in the function field setting. In
[10], H. M. Bui and A. Florea computed the one-level density of the family {L(1/2, χD)|D ∈ H2g+1,q} and showed that
at least 94% of the members of this family do not vanish. Using a geometric argument, W. Li [35] showed that infinitely
many of L(1/2, χD) = 0. Furthermore, J. S. Ellenberg, W. Li and M. Shusterman [17] obtained an upper bound that
tends to 0 as q → ∞ on the proportion of L(1/2, χD) = 0 . Their result also implies that L(1/2, χP ) 6= 0 for any prime
P ∈ P2g+1,q.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Backgrounds on function fields. In this section, we collect some basic facts about function fields, most of which
can be found in [40]. Recall that we write A for the ring Fq[T ], M for the set of monic polynomials in A, Mn for the
set of monic polynomials of degree n in A and M≤n the set of monic polynomials of degree less than or equal to n.
Moreover, P denotes a prime in A, by which we mean that P is monic and irreducible. Let πA(n) stand for the number
of such primes of degree n. We have the following results on these primes.

Lemma 2.2. We have

(2.1) πA(n) =
qn

n
+ O

(qn/2

n

)

.
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Also, for x ≥ 2, we have

∑

|P |≤x

log |P |
|P | = log x + O(1) and(2.2)

∑

|P |≤x

1

|P | = log log x + b + O

(

1

log x

)

,(2.3)

where b is an absolute constant.

Proof. The assertion in (2.1) is the Prime Polynomial Theorem [40, Theorem 2.2]. We apply (2.1) to see that

∑

|P |≤x

logq |P |
|P | =

∑

n≤logq x

nπA(n)

qn
=

∑

n≤logq x

1 + O
(

∑

n≤logq x

1

qn/2

)

= logq x + O(1).

Now (2.2) follows easily from the above computation. Then (2.3) is obtained using (2.2) and the approach used in the
proof of [37, Theorem 2.7, (d)]. This completes the proof of the lemma. �

We define the zeta function ζA(s) associated to A for ℜ(s) > 1 by

ζA(s) =
∑

f∈A

1

|f |s =
∏

P

(1 − |P |−s)−1,

where we recall our convention that the sum over f is restricted to monic f ∈ A. Since there are qn monic polynomials
of degree n, it follows that

ζA(s) =
1

1 − q1−s
.

The above expression then defines ζA(s) on the entire complex plane with a simple pole at s = 1. We shall often write
ζA(s) = Z(u) via a change of variables u = q−s, yielding

Z(u) =
∏

P

(1 − udeg(P ))−1 = (1 − qu)−1.

We define the quadratic character
(

·
P

)

for any prime P ∈ A by

(

f

P

)

=

{ 0, if P | f,
1, if P ∤ f and f is a square modulo P,
−1, if P ∤ f and f is a non square modulo P.

The above definition can then be extended multiplicatively to
(

·
D

)

for any non-zero monic D ∈ A. The quadratic
reciprocity law asserts that for non-zero monic C,D ∈ A such that (C,D) = 1, we have

(

C

D

)

=

(

D

C

)

(−1)deg(C) deg(D)(q−1)/2.

We further define the quadratic character χD to be
(

D
·

)

and the L-function associated to χD for ℜ(s) > 1 to be

L(s, χD) =
∑

f∈A

χD(f)

|f |s =
∏

P

(

1 − χD(P )|P |−s
)−1

.

Similar to the function Z(u), we have via the change of variables u = q−s,

L(u, χD) =
∑

f∈A

χD(f)udeg(f) =
∏

P

(

1 − χD(P )udeg(P )
)−1

.

2.3. Necessary Tools. In this section, we gather some auxiliary results that will be used in the proof of our results.
For a monic f ∈ A and any integer k ≥ 1, we define the k-th divisor function dk,A(f) by

(2.4) dk,A(f) =
∑

f1·...·fk=f

1,

where fi are monic polynomials in A. In particular, we note that d1,A(f) = 1 and d2,A(f) = dA(f), the divisor function
on A. We have the following approximate functional equation, established in the proof of [18, Lemma 2.1].
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Lemma 2.4. Let u = eiθ with θ ∈ [0, 2π). Then for any D ∈ H2g+1,q, we have for any integer k ≥ 1,

L
( u√

q
, χD

)k

=
∑

f∈M≤kg

dA,k(f)χD(f)udeg(f)

√

|f |
+ u2kg

∑

f∈M≤kg−1

dA,k(f)χD(f)
√

|f |udeg(f)
.

Our next result is a direct consequence of [9, Theorem 2.4] on twisted first moment of {L(1/2, χD) : D ∈ H2g+1,q}.

Proposition 2.5. Writing any monic l ∈ A uniquely as l = l1l
2
2 where l1, l2 are monic polynomials with l1 monic and

square-free, we have for any ε > 0,

∑

D∈H2g+1,q

L

(

1

2
, χD

)

χD(l) =
C

ζA(2)

X
√

|l1|g(l)

(

logq

(

√
X

|l1|
)

+ C1 +
∑

P |l

C1(P )

|P | logq |P |
)

+ O
(

X7/8+ε|l|1/4+ε
)

,

where C1 is an absolute constant,

C =
∏

P

(

1 − 1

|P |(|P | + 1)

)

, g(l) =
∏

P |l

( |P | + 1

|P |
)

(

1 − 1

|P |(|P | + 1)

)

and C1(P ) ≪ 1

|P |

for all P .

The O-term in Proposition 2.5 is weaker than that in [9, Theorem 2.4]. But it is sufficient for our purpose here. Now
writing f = � if f ∈ A is a perfect square, we have the following character sum results given in [2, Lemma 4.1].

Lemma 2.6. Writting X = q2g+1, we have

∑

D∈H2g+1,q

(

D

f

)

= δf=�

( X

ζA(2)

)

∏

P |f

( |P |
|P | + 1

)

+ O
(

X1/2|f |1/4
)

.

We also note the following result for character sums over primes.

Lemma 2.7. Recall that X = q2g+1. We have, for f not a perfect square,

∑

P∈P2g+1,q

χP (f) ≪ X1/2

logq X
deg(f).(2.5)

Also, for any ε > 0,

∑

P∈P2g+1,q

(

P

f

)

= δf=�

( X

logq X

)

+ O
(

X1/2+ε|f |ε
)

.(2.6)

Proof. The estimation given in (2.5) is essentially the Weil bound established in [42, (2.5)], by taking also (2.1) into
account. The estimation given in (2.6) is an easy consequence of (2.1) and (2.5). �

We have the following analogue of Perron’s formula in function fields, which is an easy consequence of Cauchy’s
residue theorem (see [18, (2.6)]).

Lemma 2.8. Suppose that the power series
∑∞

n=0 a(n)un is absolutely convergent in |u| ≤ r < 1, then for N ≥ 0,

∑

n≤N

a(n) =
1

2πi

∮

|u|=r

(

∞
∑

n=0

a(n)un
) du

(1 − u)uN+1
.(2.7)

We end this section by including an expression for the twisted second moment of {L(1/2, χP ) : P ∈ P2g+1,q}.

Lemma 2.9. For |u| = 1, we have

∑

P∈P2g+1,q

L
( u√

q
, χP

)2

χP (l) =
X

logq X

(

∑

f∈M≤2g

fl=�

dA(f)udeg(f)

√

|f |
+ u4g

∑

f∈M≤2g−1

fl=�

dA(f)
√

|f |udeg(f)

)

+ O

(

g(g + deg(l))X

logq X
+ |l|εX1/2+ε

)

.

(2.8)
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Proof. Lemmas 2.4 and 2.7 give that, for |u| = 1,

∑

P∈P2g+1,q

L
( u√

q
, χP

)2

χP (l) =
X

logq X

(

∑

f∈M≤2g

fl=�

dA(f)udeg(f)

√

|f |
+ u4g

∑

f∈M≤2g−1

fl=�

dA(f)
√

|f |udeg(f)

)

+ O
( X1/2

logq X

(

∑

f∈M≤2g

dA(f) deg(fl)
√

|f |
+

∑

f∈M≤2g−1

dA(f) deg(fl)
√

|f |

))

.

(2.9)

Now, we note the following estimation from [3, Lemma 4.2]:
∑

f∈Mn

dA(f) ≪ nqn.

Using the above and the observation that deg(fl) = deg(f) + deg(l), we get that

∑

f∈M≤2g

dA(f) deg(fl)
√

|f |
=

2g
∑

n=0

(n + deg(l))q−n/2
∑

f∈Mn

dA(f)) ≪
2g
∑

n=0

(n + deg(l))q−n/2nqn ≪ (g2 + g deg(l))X1/2,

(2.10)

Similarly, we have

∑

f∈M≤2g

dA(f)dA(fl)
√

|f |
≪

∑

f∈M≤2g

dA(f)(|f |ε|l|ε)
√

|f |
≪ |l|εX1/2+ε.(2.11)

Inserting the bounds in (2.10) and (2.11) into (2.9) now leads to (2.8) and completes the proof. �

2.10. Bounds for L-functions. In this section, we gather various upper bounds concerning the L-functions under
consideration in this paper. Note that for D ∈ H2g+1,q, we have, as shown in [18, (2.2)],

L(u, χD) =

2g
∏

j=1

(

1 − αjq
1/2u

)

.

where |αj | = 1 by the Riemann hypothesis proven by A. Weil [50]. Moreover, it is known that

(2.12) L
(

1
2 , χD

)

≥ 0.

We quote [11, Corollary 4.3] (by further noting (2.1)) for the following upper bound concerning the second moment of
quadratic L-functions.

Lemma 2.11. Let u = eiθ with θ ∈ [0, 2π). Then

∑

P∈P2g+1

∣

∣

∣L
( u√

q
, χP

)∣

∣

∣

2

≪ε

( X

logq X

)

g1+ε min
{

g,
1

2θ

}2

.

Here θ = min{θ, 2π − θ} for θ ∈ [0, 2π).

We notice also the following special cases corresponding to u = 1 in [18, Theorem 2.7] and [11, Proposition 4.1]
concerning upper bounds for the k-th moment of L-functions.

Lemma 2.12. For any real number n ≥ 0 and any ε > 0, we have
∑

D∈H2g+1,q

L
(

1
2 , χD

)2n ≪X(logq X)n(2n+1)+ε and(2.13)

∑

P∈P2g+1,q

L
(

1
2 , χP

)2n ≪X(logq X)n(2n+1)−1+ε.(2.14)

In applying the upper bounds method of Soundararajan-Harper, we shall also make crucial use of an upper bound
on log |L(1/2, χD)| for D ∈ H2g+1,q in terms of a short Dirichlet polynomial over the primes. We now derive such a
bound basing on the devices developed in the proofs of [1, Theorem 3.3], [12, Proposition 4.3] and [14, Lemma 3.1]. We
recall from the above that L(s, χD) is a polynomial of degree at most 2g for D ∈ H2g+1,q. This allows us to proceed as
in the proof of [12, Proposition 4.3] by setting m = 2g there. Upon making use of the proof of [1, Theorem 3.3] as well,
we arrive at the following result that is analogue to [12, Proposition 4.3].
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Proposition 2.13. Let D ∈ H2g+1,q and m = 2g. For h ≤ m and z with ℜ(z) ≥ 0, we have

log
∣

∣L(12 + z, χD)
∣

∣ ≤ m

h
+

1

h
ℜ
(

∑

j≥1

d(P j)≤h

χD(P j) log qh−j deg(P )

|P |j(1/2+z+1/(h log q)) log qj

)

.(2.15)

Arguing as in the proof of [14, Lemma 3.1], we see that the terms j ≥ 3 in (2.15) contribute O(1). We further set
m = 2g, z = 0, X = q2g+1, x = qh and estimate the term j = 2 using Lemma 2.2 to arrive from Proposition 2.13 the
following upper bound for log |L(1/2, χD)|.

Lemma 2.14. Let D ∈ H2g+1,q. We have for any x ≤ X,

log |L(12 , χD)| ≤
∑

|P |≤x

χD(P )

|P |1/2+1/ log x

log(x/|P |)
log x

+
1

2
log log x +

logX

log x
+ O(1).

The above lemma is reminiscent of [28, Proposition 3], a result on the classical quadratic Dirichlet L-functions.

3. Proof of Proposition 1.2

Setting k = u = 1 in Lemma 2.4 implies that

∑

P∈P2g+1,q

L(12 , χP )χP (l) =
∑

deg(f1)≤g

1
√

|f1|
∑

P∈P2g+1,q

(

P

f1l

)

+
∑

deg(f2)≤g−1

1
√

|f2|
∑

P∈P2g+1,q

(

P

f2l

)

.(3.1)

If f1l 6= � or f2l 6= �, then Lemma 2.7 yields, keeping in mind that X = q2g+1,

∑

deg(f1)≤g

1
√

|f1|
∑

P∈P2g+1,q

(

P

f1l

)

≪
∑

deg(f1)≤g

|f1l|ε
√

|f1|
X1/2+ε ≪ X3/4+ε|l|ε, or

∑

deg(f2)≤g−1

1
√

|f2|
∑

P∈P2g+1,q

(

P

f2l

)

≪X3/4+ε|l|ε.
(3.2)

Note that, similar to the integer case given in [36, Theorem 2.11]), we have for any ε > 0,

dA(f) ≪ |f |ε.(3.3)

If f1l = �, then f1 is of the form l1f
2. We apply (2.1) and (3.3) to see that

∑

deg(f1)≤g
f1l=�

1
√

|f1|
∑

P∈P2g+1,q

(

P

f1l

)

=
X

logq X

∑

deg(f1)≤g
f1l=�

1
√

|f1|
+ O

(

√
X

∑

deg(f1)≤g

dA(lf1)
√

|f1|

)

=
X

√

|l1| logq X

∑

deg(f)≤(g−deg(l1))/2

1

|f | + O
(

X3/4+ε|l|ε
)

.

(3.4)

To evaluate the last sum above, we note that there are qn monic polynomials of degree n. If g − deg(l1) is even, we
get

∑

deg(f)≤(g−deg(l1))/2

1

|f | =
g − deg(l1)

2
+ 1 =

1

2
logq

√
X

|l1|
+

3

4
.

A similar treatment for the sum over f2 with f2l = � leads to, recalling that g − deg(l1) is even,

∑

deg(f)≤(g−deg(l1))/2

1

|f | =
g − deg(l1) − 2

2
+ 1 =

1

2
logq

√
X

|l1|
− 1

4
.

The above two expressions lead to (1.3) if g − deg(l1) is even. The case of add g − deg(l1) is proved in using similar
arguments. This completes the proof.
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4. Proof of Proposition 1.3

Now setting k = 2, u = 1 in Lemma 2.4 yields

S :=
∑

P∈P2g+1,q

L
(

1
2 , χP

)2
χP (l) =

∑

P∈P2g+1,q

∑

f∈M≤2g

dA(f)χP (lf)
√

|f |
+

∑

P∈P2g+1,q

∑

f∈M≤2g−1

dA(f)χP (lf)
√

|f |
.

We apply Lemma 2.8 to see that for 0 < r < 1 and some integer Y ≤ g,

S = S1(Y ) + S2(Y ),

where

S1(Y ) =
∑

P∈P2g+1,q

∑

f∈M≤2Y

dA(f)χP (lf)
√

|f |
+

∑

P∈P2g+1,q

∑

f∈M≤2Y −1

dA(f)χP (lf)
√

|f |

and

S2(Y ) =
1

2πi

∮

|u|=r

∑

P∈P2g+1,q

L
( u√

q
, χP

)2

χP (l)
(1 + u)(1 − u2g−2Y )du

u2g+1(1 − u)
.

4.1. Evaluation of S2(Y ). We evaluate S2(Y ) in this section by noting that the integrand in the expression for S2(Y )
is analytical when |u| = 1 since

∣

∣

∣

1 − u2g−2Y

1 − u

∣

∣

∣ ≤ 2(g − Y ).

We may thus shift the contour of integration to |u| = 1 in the expression for S2(Y ) and apply Lemma 2.8, getting

S2(Y ) =
1

2πi

∮

|u|=1

∑

P∈P2g+1,q

L
( u√

q
, χP

)2

χP (l)
(1 − u2g−2Y )(1 + u) du

u2g+1(1 − u)

=
1

2πi

∫

C1

∑

P∈P2g+1,q

L
( u√

q
, χP

)2

χP (l)
(1 − u2g−2Y )(1 + u) du

u2g+1(1 − u)

+
1

2πi

∫

C2

∑

P∈P2g+1,q

L
( u√

q
, χP

)2

χP (l)
(1 − u2g−2Y )(1 + u) du

u2g+1(1 − u)
:= S21(Y ) + S22(Y ),

say. Here C1 denotes the arc of angle 4πθ1 centered around 1, with 1/g ≪ θ1 = o(1), and C2 is the complement. Lemma
2.11 can be used to bound S22, giving

(4.1) S22(Y ) ≪ε
X

logq X
g1+ε(g − Y )θ−1

1 .

To estimate S21(Y ), we apply Lemma 2.9 and notice that when fl = �, then f is of the form l1f
2. We then deduce

that

S21(Y ) =
X

logq X

∑

f∈M≤(2g−deg(l1))/2

1
√

|l1|
dA(l1f

2)

|f |
1

2πi

∫

C1

(1 − u2g−2Y )(1 + u) du

u2g−2 deg(f)−deg(l1)+1(1 − u)

+
X

logq X

∑

f∈M≤(2g−deg(l1)−1)/2

1
√

|l1|
dA(l1f

2)

|f |
1

2πi

∫

C1

(1 − u2g−2Y )(1 + u) du

u−2g+2deg(f)+deg(l1)+1(1 − u)

+ O(g(g + deg(l))(g − Y )θ1 + |l|εX1/2+ε(g − Y )θ1).

Note that

∑

f∈M

dA(l1f
2)vdeg(f) =

∏

P |l1

(

∞
∑

n=0

(2n + 2)vndeg(P )

)

∏

P ∤l1

(

∞
∑

n=0

(2n + 1)vndeg(P )

)

= deg(l1)C(v; l1)
Z(v)3

Z(v2)
,

where

C(v; l1) =
∏

P |l1

(

1 + vdeg(P )
)−1

.
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We now apply (2.7) to deduce that when deg(l1) is even and for r < 1,

S21(Y ) =
X

logq X

dA(l1)
√

|l1|
1

(2πi)2

∮

|v|=r

∫

C1

C(u2v/q; l1)Z(u2v/q)3(1 − u2g−2Y )(1 + u)

Z(u4v2/q2)(1 − u)(1 − v)u2g−deg(l1)+1vg−deg(l1)/2+1
du dv

+
X

logq X

dA(l1)
√

|l1|
1

(2πi)2

∮

|v|=r

∫

C1

C(v/(u2q); l1)Z(v/(u2q))3(1 − u2g−2Y )(1 + u)

Z(v2/(u4q2))(1 − u)(1 − v)u−2g+deg(l1)+1vg−deg(l1)/2
du dv

+ O

(

g(g + deg(l))(g − Y )Xθ1
logq X

+ |l|εX1/2+ε(g − Y )θ1

)

=
X

logq X

dA(l1)
√

|l1|
1

(2πi)2

∮

|v|=r

∫

C1

C(v/q; l1)(1 − u2g−2Y )(1 − v2/q)(1 + u)

uvg−deg(l1)/2+1(1 − u)(1 − v/u2)(1 − v)3
du dv

+
X

logq X

dA(l1)
√

|l1|
1

(2πi)2

∮

|v|=r

∫

C1

uC(v/q; l1)(1 − u2g−2Y )(1 − v2/q)(1 + u)

vg−deg(l1)/2(1 − u)(1 − u2v)(1 − v)3
du dv

+ O

(

g(g + deg(l))(g − Y )Xθ1
logq X

+ |l|εX1/2+ε(g − Y )θ1

)

.

Recasting the integrands over C1, we get

1

2πi

∫

C1

(1 − u2g−2Y )(1 + u)du

u(1 − u)(1 − v/u2)
=

2g−2Y −1
∑

j=0

∞
∑

n=0

vn
1

2πi

∫

C1

uj−2n−1(1 + u) du

=

2g−2Y −1
∑

j=0

∞
∑

n=0

vn
θ1
∫

−θ1

(e2πiθ(j−2n) + e2πiθ(j+1−2n)) dθ

=
1

π

2g−2Y −1
∑

j=0

∞
∑

n=0

vn
( sin(2π(2n− j)θ1)

2n− j
+

sin(2π(2n− j − 1)θ1)

2n− j − 1

)

,

and similarly,

1

2πi

∫

C1

uv(1 − u2g−2X)(1 + u)du

(1 − u)(1 − u2v)
=

1

π

2g−2Y−1
∑

j=0

∞
∑

n=1

vn
(sin(2π(2n + j)θ1)

2n + j
+

sin(2π(2n + j + 1)θ1)

2n + j + 1

)

.

We set

S+(n, j; θ1) =
sin(2π(2n + j)θ1)

2n + j
+

sin(2π(2n + j + 1)θ1)

2n + j + 1
, and

S−(n, j; θ1) =
sin(2π(2n− j)θ1)

2n− j
+

sin(2π(2n− j − 1)θ1)

2n− j − 1
.

Thus we have

S21(Y )

=
1

π

X

logq X

dA(l1)
√

|l1|
1

2πi

∮

|v|=r

2g−2Y −1
∑

j=0





g−deg(l1)/2
∑

n=0

vnS−(n, j; θ1) +

g−deg(l1)/2
∑

n=1

vnS+(n, j; θ1)





C(v/q; l1)(1 − v2/q) dv

vg−deg(l1)/2+1(1 − v)3

+ O

(

g(g + deg(l))(g − Y )Xθ1
logq X

+ |l|εX1/2+ε(g − Y )θ1

)

.

We dilate the contour by taking r to infinity and compute the residue at v = 1. This renders

S21(Y ) =
1

2π

X

logq X

dA(l1)
√

|l1|

2g−2Y −1
∑

j=0





g−deg(l1)/2
∑

n=0

S−(n, j; θ1)P (n) +

g−deg(l1)/2
∑

n=1

S+(n, j; θ1)P (n)





+ O

(

g(g + deg(l))(g − Y )Xθ1
logq X

+ |l|εX1/2+ε(g − Y )θ1

)

,



10 PENG GAO AND LIANGYI ZHAO

where

P (x) = C(1/q; l1)
(

1 − 1

q

)

(g − deg(l1)/2 − x + 1)(g − deg(l1)/2 − x + 2)

− 2(g − deg(l1)/2 − x + 1)
(1

q
C′(1/q; l1)

(

1 − 1

q

)

− C(1/q; l1)
2

q

)

+
1

q2

(

1 − 1

q

)

C′′(1/q; l1) − 4

q2
C′(1/q; l1).

Using [18, Lemma 9.4], we obtain that

S21(Y ) =
X

logq X

dA(l1)
√

|l1|
C(1/q; l1)

(g − deg(l1)/2)2(g − Y )

2ζq(2)
+ O

(

|l1|ε(g − deg(l1)/2)(g − Y )(log g)
X

logq X

+ |l1|ε(g − deg(l1)/2)(g − Y )3θ1
X

logq X
+ |l1|ε(g − deg(l1)/2)(g − Y )θ−1

1

X

logq X

+|l1|ε(g − Y )θ−2
1

X

logq X
+

g(g + deg(l))(g − Y )Xθ1
logq X

+ |l|εX1/2+ε(g − Y )θ1

)

.

We now set θ1 = 1/
√

g − deg(l1)/2. The above formula, together with (4.1), implies that

S2(Y ) =
X

logq X

dA(l1)
√

|l1|
C(1/q; l1)

(g − deg(l1)/2)2(g − Y )

2ζq(2)

+ O

(

|l|ε(g − deg(l1)/2)1/2(g − Y )3
X

logq X
+ |l|ε(g − deg(l1)/2)3/2+ε(g − Y )

X

logq X

+g(g + deg(l))(g − Y )(g − deg(l1)/2)−1/2 X

logq X
+ |l|εX1/2+ε(g − Y )(g − deg(l1)/2)−1/2

)

.

(4.2)

Similarly, replacing deg(l1) by deg(l1)+1 throughout the above computation gives S2(Y ) for the case in which deg(l1)
is odd.

4.2. Conclusion. We now evaluate S1(Y ) which, we recall, is given by

S1(Y ) =
∑

P∈P2g+1,q

∑

f∈M≤2Y

dA(f)χP (lf)
√

|f |
+

∑

P∈P2g+1,q

∑

f∈M≤2Y −1

dA(f)χP (lf)
√

|f |
.

We further apply Lemma 2.7 and argue in a similar way as the proof of Lemma 2.9. We are led to

S1(Y ) =
X

logq X

∑

f∈M≤2Y

fl=�

dA(f)
√

|f |
+

X

logq X

∑

f∈M≤2Y −1

fl=�

dA(f)
√

|f |
+ O

(

g(g + deg(l))X1/2qY

logq X
+ |l|εqY+ε

)

.(4.3)

Once again writing f in the form l1f
2 when fl = �, we apply Perron’s formula given in Lemma 2.8 to see that when

deg(l1) is even, the above sums over f can be written as

dA(l1)
√

|l1|
1

2πi

∮

|u|=r

C(u/q; l1)Z(u/q)3

Z(u2/q2)

(1 + u)du

uY−deg(l1)/2+1(1 − u)
=

dA(l1)
√

|l1|
1

2πi

∮

|u|=r

C(u/q; l1)(1 − u2/q)(1 + u)du

uY−deg(l1)/2+1(1 − u)4
,

where 0 < r < 1.

We now enlarge the contour of integration to pass the pole at u = 1 to see that the above equals to

dA(l1)
√

|l1|

(

C(1/q; l1)

(

(Y − deg(l1)/2)3

6ζq(2)
+

(

Y − deg(l1)

2

)2
)

− 1

q
C′(1/q; l1)

(Y − deg(l1)/2)2

2ζq(2)

)

+
dA(l1)
√

|l1|

(

C(1/q; l1)

(

(Y − deg(l1)/2 − 1)3

6ζq(2)
+

(

Y − deg(l1)

2
− 1

)2
)

− 1

q
C′(1/q; l1)

(Y − deg(l1)/2 − 1)2

2ζq(2)

)

+ O

(

dA(l1)
√

|l1|
|l1|ε(Y − deg(l1)/2)

)

.

(4.4)
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Applying (4.4) in (4.3), we conclude that when deg(l1) is even,

S1(Y )

=
X

logq X

dA(l1)
√

|l1|

(

C(1/q; l1)

(

(Y − deg(l1)/2)3

6ζq(2)
+

(

Y − deg(l1)

2

)2
)

− 1

q
C′(1/q; l1)

(Y − deg(l1)/2)2

2ζq(2)

)

+
X

logq X

dA(l1)
√

|l1|

(

C(1/q; l1)

(

(Y − deg(l1)/2 − 1)3

6ζq(2)
+

(

Y − deg(l1)

2
− 1

)2
)

− 1

q
C′(1/q; l1)

(Y − deg(l1)/2 − 1)2

2ζq(2)

)

+ O

(

dA(l1)
√

|l1|
|l1|ε(Y − deg(l1)/2))

X

logq X
+

g(g + deg(l))X1/2qY

logq X
+ |l|εqY +ε

)

.

(4.5)

Notice that we have

(Y − deg(l1)/2)3

6ζq(2)
+

(

Y − deg(l1)

2

)2

+
(g − deg(l1)/2)2(g − Y )

2ζq(2)

=
(g − deg(l1)/2)3

6ζq(2)
+

(

g − deg(l1)

2

)2

+ O
(

(g − deg(l1)/2)(g − Y )2
)

(4.6)

and similarly

(Y − deg(l1)/2 − 1)3

6ζq(2)
+

(

Y − deg(l1)

2
− 1

)2

+
(g − deg(l1)/2)2(g − Y )

2ζq(2)

=
(g − deg(l1)/2)3

6ζq(2)
+

1

2

(

1 +
1

q

)(

g − deg(l1)

2

)2

+ O
(

(g − deg(l1)/2)(g − Y )2
)

.

(4.7)

We now combine (4.2), (4.5) and make use of (4.6), (4.7) to deduce (1.4) for the case when deg(l1) is even, upon
setting Y = g − [100 log g]. The case in which deg(l1) is odd can be similarly established. This completes the proof of
Proposition 1.3.

5. Proof of Theorem 1.1

5.1. Setup. Since the result of the theorem in the case of k = 1 follows from Propositions 1.2 and 2.5, we may assume
that k 6= 1 in the sequal. Recall that we have X = q2g+1. Replacing k by 2k and noting (2.12), we see that in order to
prove Theorem 1.1, it suffices to show that for any real k > 0,

∑

D∈H2g+1,q

L(12 , χD)2k ≫k X(logq X)k(2k+1),
∑

P∈P2g+1,q

L(12 , χP )2k ≫k X(logq X)k(2k+1)−1,(5.1)

and
∑

D∈H2g+1,q

L(12 , χD)2k ≪k X(logq X)k(2k+1),
∑

P∈P2g+1,q

L(12 , χP )2k ≪k X(logq X)k(2k+1)−1.(5.2)

We follow the approach of A. J. Harper in [28] and define for a large number M depending on k only,

α0 =
log 2

logX
, αj =

20j−1

(log logX)2
for all j ≥ 1, J = Jk,X = 1 + max{j : αj ≤ 10−M}.(5.3)

Applying the above notations and Lemma 2.2, we see that for X large enough,

J ≤ log log logX, α1 =
1

(log logX)2
,

∑

|P |≤X1/(log log X)2

1

|P | ≤ log logX.(5.4)

Also, for 1 ≤ j ≤ J − 1 and X large enough,

J − j ≤ log(1/αj)

log 20
,

∑

Xαj<|P |≤Xαj+1

1

|P | = logαj+1 − logαj + o(1) = log 20 + o(1) ≤ 10.(5.5)

Combining (5.4) and (5.5), we arrive at
∑

Xαj−1<|P |≤Xαj

1

|P | ≤
100

103M/4
α
−3/4
j , 1 ≤ j ≤ J .(5.6)
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To see this, note that for 2 ≤ j ≤ J − 1, 1 ≤ (αj10M )−1. So the bound in (5.6) follows from the second inequality in
(5.5). Furthermore,

100

103M/4
α
−3/4
1 =

100

103M/4
(log logX)3/2 ≥ log logX

for all sufficient large X . So (5.6) in the case of j = 1 follows from the last bound in (5.4).

For any real numbers x, y with y ≥ 0, we set

Ey(x) =

2⌈y⌉
∑

j=0

xj

j!
.(5.7)

We then define for D ∈ H2g+1,q, any real number α and any 1 ≤ j ≤ J ,

Pj(D) =
∑

Xαj−1<|Q|≤Xαj

Q prime

χD(Q)
√

|Q|
, Mj(D,α) = E

e5α
−3/4
j

(

αPj(D)
)

and M(D,α) =

J
∏

j=1

Mj(D,α).(5.8)

Note that each Mj(D,α) is a short Dirichlet polynomial of length at most X2αj⌈e
5α

−3/4
j ⌉. By taking X large enough,

we have that
J
∑

j=1

2αj⌈e5α−3/4
j ⌉ ≤ 5e510−M/4.

It follows that M(D,α) is also a short Dirichlet polynomial of length not exceeding X5e510−M/4

.

As Pj(D) is real, it follows from [39, Lemma 1] that Mj(D,α), 1 ≤ j ≤ J and M(D,α) are all positive. If 2k > 1,
Hölder’s inequality yields

∑

D∈H2g+1,q

L(12 , χD)M(D, 2k − 1)

≤
(

∑

D∈H2g+1,q

|L(12 , χD)|2k
)1/(2k)( ∑

D∈H2g+1,q

M(D, 2k − 1)2k/(2k−1)
)(2k−1)/(2k)

.
(5.9)

If 0 < 2k < 1, we proceed as in [21, Section 2]. This gives that for any real number α,

M(D,α)M(D,−α) ≥ 1.

We set α = (2/k − 3)−1 above to note that 0 < α < 1 when 0 < 2k < 1. This implies that
∑

D∈H2g+1,q

L(12 , χD)M(D, 2k − 1)

≤
∑

D∈H2g+1,q

L(12 , χD)c · L(12 , χD)1−cM(D, 2k − 2)(1−c)/2 ·M(D, 2k − 1)M(D, 2 − 2k)(1−c)/2.

We then apply Hölder’s inequality with exponents 2k/c, 2/(1 − c), ((1 + c)/2 − c/(2k))−1 to the last sum above, by
noting that these exponents are all greater than 1 upon taking 0 < c < 2k. This leads to

∑

D∈H2g+1,q

L(12 , χD)M(D, 2k − 1)

≤
(

∑

D∈H2g+1,q

L(12 , χD)2k
)c/(2k)( ∑

D∈H2g+1,q

L(12 , χD)2M(D, 2k − 2)
)(1−c)/2

×
(

∑

D∈H2g+1,q

M(D, 2k − 1)2(2−3k)/(1−2k)M(D, 2 − 2k)2
)(1+c)/2−c/(2k)

.

(5.10)

Similar arguments apply to sums involving with L(12 , χP ) for P ∈ P2g+1,q. We then deduce from (5.9) and (5.10)
that in order to prove (5.1), it suffices to establish the following propositions.

Proposition 5.2. With notations as above, we have for k > 0,
∑

D∈H2g+1,q

L(12 , χD)M(D, 2k − 1) ≫ X(logq X)((2k)
2+1)/2 and

∑

P∈P2g+1,q

L(12 , χP )M(P, 2k − 1) ≫ X(logq X)((2k)
2−1)/2.
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Proposition 5.3. With notations as above, we have k > 1/2,
∑

D∈H2g+1,q

M(D, 2k − 1)2k/(2k−1) ≪ X(logq X)(2k)
2/2 and

∑

P∈P2g+1,q

M(P, 2k − 1)2k/(2k−1) ≪ X(logq X)(2k)
2/2−1.

Also, we have for 0 < k < 1/2, we have

∑

D∈H2g+1,q

M(D, 2k − 1)
2(2−3k)
1−2k M(D, 2 − 2k)2 ≪X(logq X)(2k)

2/2 and

∑

P∈P2g+1,q

M(P, 2k − 1)
2(2−3k)
1−2k M(P, 2 − 2k)2 ≪X(logq X)(2k)

2/2−1.

Proposition 5.4. With notations as above, we have for 0 < k < 1/2,

∑

D∈H2g+1,q

L(12 , χD)2M(D, 2k − 2) ≪ X(logq X)((2k)
2+2)/2 and

∑

P∈P2g+1,q

L(12 , χP )2M(P, 2k − 2) ≪ X(logq X)2k
2

.

(5.11)

Indeed, assuming the truth of Propositions 5.2, 5.3 and 5.4, it emerges from (5.10) that

(

∑

D∈H2g+1,q

L(12 , χD)2k
)c/(2k)

≫ Xc/(2k)(logq X)(2k+1)c/2.

Now the lower bound for the D-sum in (5.1) follows easily from this and the minorant for the P -sum therein can be
worked out similarly.

Our proofs of the above propositions are similar to those of Propositions 3.4–3.6 in [25]. Also, the proof of (5.2)
is similar to that of Theorem 1.2 in [25]. We shall therefore only include the proofs of Proposition 5.4 and (5.2) in
the remainder of the paper. We point out that in the course of establishing Proposition 5.2, we need to make use of
Proposition 1.2 and Proposition 2.5.

5.5. Proof of Proposition 5.4. Due to the similarities in their proofs, we only present that of the second bound in
(5.11) here. For D ∈ H2g+1,q , we define

Mi,j(D) =
∑

Xαi−1<|Q|≤Xαi

Q prime

χD(Q)

|Q|1/2+1/(logXαj )

log(Xαj/|Q|)
logXαj

, 1 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ J .(5.12)

We also define for 0 ≤ j ≤ J − 1,

S(j) =
{

P ∈ P2g+1,q : |Mi,l(P )| ≤ α
−3/4
i for all 1 ≤ i ≤ j and i ≤ l ≤ J ,

but |Mj+1,l(P )| > α
−3/4
j+1 for some j + 1 ≤ l ≤ J

}

and

S(J ) =
{

P ∈ P2g+1,q : |Mi,J (P )| ≤ α
−3/4
i for all 1 ≤ i ≤ J

}

.

Note that

P2g+1,q =

J
⋃

j=0

S(j).

Thus, in order to establish the second bound in (5.11), it suffices to show that

J
∑

j=0

∑

P∈S(j)

L(12 , χP )2M(P, 2k − 2) ≪ X(logq X)2k
2

.(5.13)

Observe that

meas(S(0)) ≪
∑

P∈P2g+1,q

J
∑

l=1

(

α
3/4
1 |M1,l(P )|

)2⌈1/(10α1)⌉

.(5.14)
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We write for 1 ≤ l ≤ J ,

M1,l(P )2⌈1/(10α1)⌉ =(2⌈1/(10α1)⌉)!
∑

Ω(f)=2⌈1/(10α1)⌉
Q|f =⇒ |Q|≤Xα1

Q prime

λl(f)
√

|f |
χD(f)

w(f)
.(5.15)

Here Ω(f) is the number of prime powers dividing f , w(f) the multiplicative function such that w(Pα) = α! for prime
powers Pα and λ(f) the completely multiplicative function with

λl(P ) = |P |−1/(logXαl ) log(Xαl/|Q|)
logXαl

on primes P .

We substitute (5.15) into the last expression in (5.14) and then apply (2.6) to estimate
∑

P∈P2g+1,q
M1,l(P )2⌈1/(10α1)⌉

for a fixed l. Note that the Dirichlet polynomial given (5.15) is a short Dirichlet polynomial whose coefficients are all
≪ Xε. It follows that we may ignore the contribution from the error term in (5.15) (arising from the O-term in (2.6))
and focus on the contribution from the main term. This leads to

∑

P∈P2g+1,q

M1,l(P )2⌈1/(10α1)⌉ ≪
( X

logq X

)(

α
3/4
1

)2⌈1/(10α1)⌉

(2⌈1/(10α1)⌉)!
∑

f=�

Ω(f)=2⌈1/(10α1)⌉
Q|f =⇒ |Q|≤Xαl

Q prime

λl(f)
√

|f |
1

w(f)
.

(5.16)

Upon replacing f by f2 in the sum above and noting that λl(f
2) = λ2

l (f) ≤ 1 and 1/w(f2) ≤ 1/w(f), we deduce
from (5.16) that

∑

P∈P2g+1,q

M1,l(P )2⌈1/(10α1)⌉ ≪
( X

logq X

)(

α
3/4
1

)2⌈1/(10α1)⌉ (2⌈1/(10α1)⌉)!
(⌈1/(10α1)⌉)!

(

∑

|P |≤Xα1

λ2
l (P )

|P |
)⌈1/(10α1)⌉

≪
( X

logq X

)(

α
3/4
1

)2⌈1/(10α1)⌉ (2⌈1/(10α1)⌉)!
(⌈1/(10α1)⌉)!

(

∑

|P |≤Xα1

1

|P |
)⌈1/(10α1)⌉

≪
( X

logq X

)(

α
3/4
1

)2⌈1/(10α1)⌉ (2⌈1/(10α1)⌉)!
(⌈1/(10α1)⌉)!

(log logX)⌈1/(10α1)⌉,

(5.17)

where the last estimation above follows from (2.3).

Further applying the estimates
(n

e

)n

≤ n! ≤ n
(n

e

)n

,

we deduce that

( X

logq X

)(

α
3/4
1

)2⌈1/(10α1)⌉ (2⌈1/(10α1)⌉)!
(⌈1/(10α1)⌉)!

≤ 2⌈1/(10α1)⌉
( X

logq X

)(4⌈1/(10α1)⌉α3/2
1

e

)⌈1/(10α1)⌉

.

We apply the above and the observation that log logX = α
−1/2
1 in the last expression in (5.17) to arrive at

∑

P∈P2g+1,q

M1,l(P )2⌈1/(10α1)⌉ ≪ Xe−1/(12α1).

We now sum over l to conclude that

meas(S(0)) ≪JXe−1/(12α1) ≪ Xe−(log logX)2/20.(5.18)

We then deduce via Hölder’s inequality that
∑

P∈S(0)

L(12 , χP )2M(P, 2k − 2)

≤
(

meas(S(0))
)1/4( ∑

P∈P2g+1,q

L(12 , χP )8
)1/4( ∑

P∈P2g+1,q

M(P, 2k − 2)2
)1/2

.
(5.19)
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We apply (2.6) again and use arguments similar to those in the proof of [23, Proposition 2.2]. This gives

∑

P∈P2g+1,q

M(P, 2k − 2)2 ≪ X(logq X)O(1).(5.20)

Now, setting n = 4 and ε = 1 in (2.14) implies that

∑

P∈P2g+1,q

L(12 , χP )8 ≪ X(logq X)O(1).(5.21)

Note that because of the factor exp(−(log logX)2/20) in (5.18), (5.13) holds so long as the exponents of the logarithms
in (5.20) and (5.21) are bounded above by some absolute constant.

We apply the estimates in (5.18), (5.20) and (5.21) in (5.19) to deduce that

∑

P∈S(0)

L(12 , χP )2M(P, 2k − 2) ≪ X(logq X)2k
2

.

Thus we may further assume that j ≥ 1. When P ∈ S(j), we set x = Xαj in Lemma 2.14. This leads to

L(12 , χP )2 ≪ (logq X) exp
( 2

αj

)

exp
(

2

j
∑

i=0

Mi,j(P )
)

.

As |Mi,j(P )| ≤ α
−3/4
i if P ∈ S(j), we can argue as in the proof of [34, Lemma 5.2] by setting x = mMi,j(P ),

N = e5α
−3/4
i in [34, (5.2)] to see that, for |m| ≤ 2,

exp
(

m

j
∑

i=0

Mi,j(P )
)

≪
j
∏

i=1

E
e5α

−3/4
i

(mMi,j(P )),

with E
e5α

−3/4
i

is defined in (5.7). In particular, it follows that

exp
(

2

j
∑

i=0

Mi,j(P )
)

≪
j
∏

i=1

E
e5α

−3/4
i

(2Mi,j(P )).

We then deduce from the description on S(j) that when j ≥ 1,

∑

P∈S(j)

L(12 , χP )2M(P, 2k − 2)

≪(logq X) exp
( 2

αj

)

I
∑

l=j+1

∑

P∈P2g+1,q

exp
(

2

j
∑

i=1

Mi,j(P )
)

M(P, 2k − 2)
(

α
3/4
j+1|Mj+1,l(P )|2⌈1/(10αj+1)⌉

)

≪ exp
( 2

αj

)

I
∑

l=j+1

∑

P∈P2g+1,q

j
∏

i=1

(

E
e5α

−3/4
i

(2Mi,j(P ))E
e5α

−3/4
i

((2k − 2)Pi(P ))
)

× E
e5α

−3/4
j+1

(2Pj+1(P ))
(

α
3/4
j+1Mj+1,l(P )

)2⌈1/(10αj+1)⌉
I
∏

i=j+2

E
e5α

−3/4
i

((2k − 2)Pi(P )).

(5.22)

We now want to apply (2.6) to treat the sum over P in the last expression above. This is similar to the proof of
[23, Proposition 2.2], except that we need to first separate the product

E
e5α

−3/4
j+1

(2Pj+1(P ))
(

α
3/4
j+1Mj+1,l(P )

)2⌈1/(10αj+1)⌉

.

To do so, note that if |Pj+1(P )| ≤ α
−3/4
j+1 , we apply [34, (5.2)] again to obtain

E
e5α

−3/4
j+1

(2Pj+1(P )) ≪ exp
(

2Pj+1(P )
)

≪ exp
(

2α
−3/4
j+1

)

≪ 22⌈1/(10αj+1)⌉.(5.23)
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On the other hand, if |Pj+1(P )| > α
−3/4
j+1 , then

E
e5α

−3/4
j+1

(2Pj+1(P )) ≤
2⌈e5α

−3/4
j+1 ⌉
∑

r=0

|2Pj+1(P )|r
r!

≤ |2Pj+1(P )|2⌈e5α
−3/4
j+1 ⌉

2⌈e5α
−3/4
j+1 ⌉
∑

r=0

(

α
3/4
j+1

)2⌈e5α
−3/4
j+1 ⌉−r 1

r!

≤|2α3/4
j+1Pj+1(P )|2⌈e5α

−3/4
j+1 ⌉eα

−3/4
j+1 ≤

(

2eα
3/4
j+1Pj+1(P )

)2⌈e5α
−3/4
j+1 ⌉

.

(5.24)

Using (5.23), (5.24) and Cauchy’s inequality, we see that

E
e5α

−3/4
j+1

(2Pj+1(P ))
(

α
3/4
j+1Mj+1,l(P )

)2⌈1/(10αj+1)⌉

≪
(

2α
3/4
j+1Mj+1,l(P )

)2⌈1/(10αj+1)⌉

+
(

2eα
3/4
j+1Pj+1(P )

)2⌈e5α
−3/4
j+1 ⌉(

α
3/4
j+1Mj+1,l(P )

)2⌈1/(10αj+1)⌉

≪
(

2α
3/4
j+1Mj+1,l(P )

)2⌈1/(10αj+1)⌉

+
(

2eα
3/4
j+1Pj+1(P )

)4⌈e5α
−3/4
j+1 ⌉

+
(

α
3/4
j+1Mj+1,l(P )

)4⌈1/(10αj+1)⌉

.

We apply the above estimation in (5.22). Due to the similarities of the resulting terms, it suffices to show that
∑

P∈S(j)

L(12 , χP )2M(P, 2k − 2)

≪ exp
( 2

αj

)

I
∑

l=j+1

∑

P∈P2g+1,q

j
∏

i=1

(

E
e5α

−3/4
i

(2Mi,j(P ))E
e5α

−3/4
i

((2k − 2)Pi(P ))
)

×
(

2α
3/4
j+1Mj+1,l(P )

)2⌈1/(10αj+1)⌉
I
∏

i=j+2

E
e5α

−3/4
i

((2k − 2)Pi(P )).

We are now in the position to apply (2.6) to estimation the sum over P in the last expression above. Similar to our
arguments that lead to the bound of meas(S(0)) in (5.18), we may consider on the main term contribution from (2.6)
only, which amounts to extracting perfect squares from the product

j
∏

i=1

(

E
e5α

−3/4
i

(2Mi,j(P ))E
e5α

−3/4
i

((2k − 2)Pi(P ))
)(

2α
3/4
j+1Mj+1,l(P )

)2⌈1/(10αj+1)⌉
I
∏

i=j+2

E
e5α

−3/4
i

((2k − 2)Pi(P )).

(5.25)

As each factor in the product above involves with distinct primes, it follows that the perfect square terms in the above
expression arise from the product of perfect squares in each factor. Using the arguments leading (5.18) again together
with (5.5) , we conclude that the contribution from perfect square terms from the factor

(

2α
3/4
j+1Mj+1,l(P )

)2⌈1/(10αj+1)⌉

is ≪ e−60/αj+1 . We then proceed as in the proof of [23, Proposition 2.2] to see that the total contribution from the
square terms of other factors in (5.25) is

≪
∏

|P |≤XαJ

(

1 +
(2k)2

|P | + O
( 1

|P |2
))

.

Noting that 20/αj+1 = 1/αj, we then deduce that

∑

P∈S(j)

L(12 , χP )2M(P, 2k − 2) ≪ X(logq X)2k
2

exp
( 2

αj

)

(I − j)e−60/αj+1 ≪ e−1/(10αj)X(logq X)2k
2

.

Summing the right-hand side of the above over j, a convergent sum, we derive the bound in (5.13) and complete the
proof of Proposition 5.4.

5.6. Sharp upper bounds. In this section, we prove the bounds given in (5.2). Again due to similarities in the proofs,
we only establish the first estimate in (5.2) here. Our arguments are similar to those used in the previous section, so
we only give a brief description.
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We apply Lemma 2.14 to see that for any k > 0,

L(12 , χD)2k ≤ exp



2k
∑

|P |≤x

χD(P )

|P |1/2+1/ log x

log(x/|P |)
log x

+ k log log x + 2k
logX

log x
+ O(1)



 .(5.26)

We recall the definition of Mi,j(D) given in (5.12) for 1 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ J . We also define for 0 ≤ j ≤ J ,

T (j) =
{

D ∈ H2g+1,q : |Mi,l(D)| ≤ α
−3/4
i for all 1 ≤ i ≤ j, and i ≤ l ≤ J ,

but |Mj+1,l(D)| > α
−3/4
j+1 for some j + 1 ≤ l ≤ J

}

and

T (J ) =
{

D ∈ H2g+1,q : |Mi,J (D)| ≤ α
−3/4
i for all 1 ≤ i ≤ J

}

.

It follows that

H2g+1,q =

J
⋃

j=0

T (j).

Thus, to establish the first bound in (5.2), it suffices to show that

J
∑

j=0

∑

D∈T (j)

L(12 , χD)2k ≪ X(logq X)k(2k+1).(5.27)

Similar to the arguments in Section 5.5, using the case n = 2k and ε = 1 in (2.13), we deduce that
∑

D∈T (0)

L(12 , χD)2k ≪ X(logq X)k(2k+1).

If D ∈ T (j) for j ≥ 1, we set x = Xαj in (5.26). This gives that

L(12 , χD)2k ≪ (logq X)k exp
(2k

αj

)

exp
(

2k

j
∑

i=0

Mi,j(D)
)

.

As Mi,j ≤ α
−3/4
i when D ∈ T (j), we can apply [34, Lemma 5.2] which yields

exp
(

2k

j
∑

i=0

Mi,j(D)
)

≪
j
∏

i=1

E
e2kα

−3/4
i

(2kMi,j(χ)),

where E
e2kα

−3/4
i

is defined as in (5.7).

It follows from the description on T (j) that if j ≥ 1,

∑

D∈T (j)

L(12 , χD)2k ≪(logq X)k exp
(2k

αj

)

J
∑

l=j+1

∑

D∈H2g+1,q

exp
(

2k

j
∑

i=1

Mi,j(D)
)(

α
3/4
j+1Mj+1,l(D)

)2k⌈1/(10αj+1)⌉

≪(logq X)k exp
(2k

αj

)

J
∑

l=j+1

∑

D∈H2g+1,q

j
∏

i=1

E
e2kα

−3/4
i

(2kMi,j(D))
(

α
3/4
j+1Mj+1,l(D)

)2k⌈1/(10αj+1)⌉

.

We then argue as in the proof of [24, Theorem 1.3]. By taking M large enough (recall that M is defined in (5.3)),

J
∑

l=j+1

∑

D∈H2g+1,q

j
∏

i=1

E
e2kα

−3/4
i

(2kMi,j(D))
(

α
3/4
j+1Mj+1,l(D)

)2k⌈1/(10αj+1)⌉

≪X(J − j)e−42k/αj+1

∏

|P |≤Xαj

(

1 +
(2k)2

2|P | + O
( 1

|P |2
))

≪ e−41k/αj+1X(logq X)2k
2

.

This implies that
∑

D∈T (j)

L(12 , χD)2k ≪ e−k/(20αj)X(logq X)k(2k+1).
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Summing over the convergent sum over j, the above implies that (5.27) holds so that the estimates in (5.2) are valid
and this completes the proof of Theorem 1.1.
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